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THE WORLD THE 
FLESH AND THE 
DEVIL... 


ontificating in 1870, Karl Marx, the 

“Cultural Influencer” extraordinaire of 

the so called Conservative Party, a 
political party Conservative in name only .. . 
and still, as Major Douglas noted in 1945 
without a soul and shorn of any honour and 
self-respect; the perfect Satanic front for its 
International Financier Materialist writ large 
handlers— Free Trade, Free Ports, Export 
markets, GDP- WTO Way to Go! Diversity 
Equality and Inclusion vehicle as the fount for 
the New Communist International; declared: 


"The British (sic.) are incapable of making a 
Socialist (Communist) revolution, therefore 
Foreigners must make it for them!" 


wN” the interesting observation in regard 
to the Conservative Party’s Marxist 
Revolution, aside from how long it’s been 
Fabian gradualism unfolding, and the 
demoralised resignation of the organic rank 
and file, who, after having “twice” in 
succession, unanimously rejected “Red” 
Cameron’s Diversity Nominee the Marxian 
“Foreigner” aka Alien, as leader of the Party, 
are as oblivious to the reality of the clear and 
present distinctions between a genuine Tory 
and a bona fide Whig imposter (Disraeli) as 
they are to their own comprehensive 
disfranchisement? Is the arrogant propensity of 
its useful idiots, i.e. the Progressive Tory, the 
self- professed Real Tory with a Ukrainian 
Flag profile icon, of whom there are always so 
many cheerleading and shamelessly “virtue 
signaling.” For their benefit we present in this 
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issue L. D. Byrne’s masterful exposition “The 
Tory Foundation of Conservatism.” where all 
is brilliantly revealed. 


he Satanic stroke that any foreigner born 

on native soil is as “organic” as the 
indigenous Native Born is of a piece with the 
rest of the Marxist “Woke” ideology— 
LGBT, Feminism and Transgender chaos, all 
purposely designed to wreck the organic 
family of races and destroy Western 
Civilisation. 


he scattered political and economic 

wreckage strewn across the length and 
breadth of the contemporary societal landscape 
built up over the last two centuries is the 
visible sign (PROOF) of a premeditated 
campaign unremorsefully being waged against 
Traditional England, Scotland, Ireland and 
Wales. All the evidence that a competent 
investigator would require to solve this 
catastrophic collapse of Britain once “Great” 
in every sphere and facet of society is there, 
screaming out to be exposed! With Chapter 2 
of Major Douglas’s Brief For the Prosecution 
not more than a couple of pages away what 
further proof does the organic patriot need? 


Į seems, therefore, taking all these matters 
into consideration, that the problem which 
the world has to face to-day is only second- 
arily a problem of economics, but is primarily 
one of political economy. 


In other words, an appreciation and 
rectification of the use which is made of 
economic realities is required, rather than to 
modify very seriously the facts of those 
economic realities themselves.” 


C.H. Douglas.1938. 
“AND YE SHALL KNOW THE 


TRUTH, AND THE TRUTH 
SHALL MAKE YOU FREE” 
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FROM WEEK TO WEEK 


CD Scottish Courts 
The nation was populated with dark-skinned and Tribunals 
people for 7,000 years before whites arrived 

asserts Black Cultural Archives 


The first Britons were Black, Md The Telegraph 
exhibition on diverse history claims = 
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il first d’markratic election, with Adult Suffrage and Secret Ballot, was held in Jerusalem about 
2,000 years ago. A Jewish robber, Barabbas was elected by an overwhelming majority. 

Subsequent elections, up to and including that held in 2019, which you’ll have noticed have 
followed the same pattern, Pontius Pilate, the Returning Officer, popularly and therefore erroneously 
stated to have been born at Coshieville (Caius’s Villa) near Aberfeldy, Perthshire, once Bonnie 
Scotland, remarked that the whole proceeding seemed to him to be “one over the eight,” and he 
washed his hands of it. 


L fallacy involved in the materialist conception of history is strikingly, if somewhat 
paradoxically, demonstrated by the success which Marx has achieved with his popularisation of 

it. Considering the world to-day, most people would agree that it is not the material destruction, 
great as that is, which gives ground for apprehension; it is the perverted and confused psychology of 
which Marx was the focus, (although most probably only the visible focus). 


Wi the present wonderful sight of the Continental European Farmers, mainly in France and 
Germany finally fighting back against the tyrannical Soviet E.U. Collective, the only 

concerning spot so far has been a recent video clip on Twitter apparently showing Dutch 
farmers attacking a supermarket. While attacking legitimate “targets” like Local and Central 
Government and E.U. administrative centres WHICH most folk would whole heartily support, 
supermarkets and food outlets can only fuel further hardships for the common people who are the 
primary focus of the Farmers produce; to my mind it is a crazy strategy denying access to, in many 
cases the only places folks can purchase food to feed themselves and families is a dangerous 
development. 


We are reminded of the living hell that our own Farming community went through in the aftermath of 

the 1939-1945 phase of the revolutionary war against Traditional Britain under the Attlee led Crypto 
Communist, State Capitalist Administration and the sound almost prophetic advice that the legendary 
A. G. Street, writing in The Farmers Weekly, Winter 1946 gave: 


“Above all, don’t listen to any Government advice. Our rulers are not concerned with your 
well-being in the slightest degree... - 


“ ... Lastly, realise every moment of every day that nobody is interested in your fate save 


yourself, and that nobody can save you save yourself. Be aware that the Ministry of Agriculture 
is not a Ministry for Agriculture, but merely a totalitarian political organisation. Therefore 
treat it for what it is, the British farmer’s greatest handicap, a much greater handicap than the 
weather of 1946.” 


[ the game worth the candle? In his seminal work "Agricultural Testament," Sir Albert Howard 
asks CAN WE PREVENT DISEASE? The evidence collated by acclaimed English Botanist and 
philosopher Sir Albert Howard as relevant if not more today as it was when this book was first 
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published in 1940 shows that most known diseases are preventable! But as we all should now know, 
there’s no money profit in a healthy environment. 


"More than 50 years have passed since the modem work on diseases of plants began. What 
has been the general result of all this study of vegetable pathology? Has it provided anything of 
permanent value to agriculture? Is the game worth the candle? Must agricultural science go on 
discovering more and more new pests and devising more and more poison sprays to destroy 
them, or is there any alternative method of dealing with the situation? Why is there so much of 
this disease .... Can the cultivators of the East, for example, teach us anything about diseases 
and their control?" 


Dr. Howard then proceeds to tell of his work as Imperial Economic Botanist to the Government of 
India: 


"In order to give my crops every chance of being attacked by parasites, nothing was done in the 
way of prevention; no insecticides and fungicides were used; no diseased material was ever 
destroyed. As my understanding of Indian agriculture progressed, and as my practice 
improved, a marked diminution of disease occurred . . ..By 1910 I had learnt how to grow 
healthy crops, practically free from disease, without the slightest help from mycologists, 
entomologists, bacteriologists, agricultural chemists, statisticians, clearing houses of 
information, artificial manures, spraying machines, insecticides, fungicides, germicides, and all 
other expensive paraphernalia of the modern Experiment Station." 


Now, when we consider that the American meglomanic Wild Bill Gates and his Foundation intends 
growing super crops and developing vaccines on British cattle (mrna vaccine? ) in Scotland the long 
term effects could be catastrophic! Especially, it must be said for the ever oppressed British Farmer, 
where under the made in China jackboot heel of the Mammon Is Our God “Foreign” Owned and 
“Foreign” Administrated Westminster “Government” treasonously cosy with the Gates Foundation 
and dominated by the Klaus Schwab fronted World Economic Forum (W. E. F.) devotees. The soil 
destruction at the hands of “Government” Chemists and so called scientists et. al. beautifully 
expounded in the previous passage by Dr. Howard, ensuring that the deadly “Following the Science” 
dictum resulting in the senseless culling of our defenceless livestock in the past hundred years is a 
horror story of the first magnitude and is nothing short of Criminal! 


Anyone who wishes to understand the present situation why the so called Conservative Party turned 
“Redder” than the Fabian Socialist Crypto Communist Labour Party into the full blown Marxist 
Leninist homage that we all loathe today to the extent that it remains rational should cast their mind 
back to the post war Conservative Party led by the crypto socialist Winston S Churchill and his 
Party’s London School of Economics and P.E.P. (Political and Economic Planning) influenced 
Industrial Charter. Now, to give justice to this treacherous assault on Conservative Ideals and 
Philosophy would require a separate volume; but, as good fortune would have it, Major Douglas in 
explaining the crux of the so called “Labour” Party, whom the so called Conservative Party under 
Churchill’s tutelage sold their soul to the Devil to emulate. . . it’s over to you Major. “If you keep in 
mind, as a background to each new development, the fact that the fundamental proposition that 
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(a) Labour is the source of all wealth; (b) Wealth is the object of existence; therefore (c) Labour 
should rule; is false from beginning to conclusion. 


Full employment, however useless the result, is merely a device to produce a bribed majority, 
having established the equally false premise that a majority has a divine right to appoint 
dictators. 


Tactical successes against this policy are entirely in adequate. However formidable the task, 
and. it is formidable against the spate of false doctrine systematically disseminated by such 
organisations as the “B.”B.C., to name only one agency, the entire conception of democracy has 
to be recast if the world is to survive. Demon est deus inversus. Labour associated in repetition 
stage-by-stage production has, as such, no political rights whatever which contradict the nature 
of the function performed. Labour exercised by individuals is properly subject to the right to 
contract-out. The whole trend of this present Administration is, in the strict sense of the word, 
Satanic; it is engaged in the inversion of Truth.” 


Perhaps the most important factor which it is necessary to grasp in- the affairs of this country once 
“Great” under our present dispensation is that everything that happens is either, for the worst, or 
alternatively, cannot do us any good. 


The constant threats of more on- line social media censorship by the Ukraine Flag waving 
“Progressive” Tory M.P.s .. . it makes to laugh! 


* k * 


At this trying time in Grea, I do apologise, for any distress the valued reader may have inadvertently 
suffered as I almost placed the once majestic prefix “Great” before BRITAIN, apologies. We shall 
naturally begin again. At this trying time in Britain’s age old diplomat quest to bring peace and 
stability to Palestine, oops sorry, Israel and the wider Middle East, including of course the gallant 
defenders of D’markrazi American Special Forces in Jordan and Syria, our heartfelt thoughts go out 
to Lord Cameron (Dave) and his charming family as they face, with good cheer I feel obliged to add, 
undaunted, the full wrath of venomous Bolshevik hate and anger being spewed out from Conservative 
Party Central Lubyanka Office SW1. 


We are of course referring to the most ridiculous piece of fake news and bone headed lazy journalism 
that has been our bad misfortune to encounter in many a long year. Dave’s “two-state solution in the 
Middle East” under the frivolous headline banner: 


“ Tory anger at Lord Cameron's hint Britain could recognise a Palestinian state as ex-minister 
claims it would 'reward Hamas atrocities' on October 7” 


By GREG HEFFER, POLITICAL CORRESPONDENT FOR MAILONLINE 


For the benefit of those interested in objective reporting, Dave’s “two-state solution in the Middle 
East” is in point of fact an older concept than the so called State of Israel today is. Had BOTH 
Palestinian ambassador to The Court of St James's Husam Zomlot and Mr. Heffer bothered 
researching this “Story” he would easily have found out that the so called Two State Solution was put 
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forward in 1937 by the Palestine Royal Commission, aka the Peel Commission. Ten years later in 
1947, with the afore mentioned “reward Hamas atrocities” firmly in our mind we had the “reward 
Stern Gang Atrocities” where after an all out campaign of terrorism the likes the civilised world had 
never seen —Bombings, Murder, Mayhem, Intimidation, Beatings and Flogging of British Army 
Officers and the cold blooded torture and hangings of British Army Sergeants the State Capitalist 
Socialist Labour Party which “Dave’s” so called Conservative Party have set such store by with 
“Dave’s” fellow Red and illustrious socialist predecessor Ernest Bevan as Foreign Secretary gave up 
the ghost and in one sorry cop-out ruined forever the once honourable aspect of British Foreign Policy 
“The illustrious era of the word of an English gentleman was over” as the State Capitalist Labour 
Party with Churchill’s Front Opposition “One Industrial Charter Nation” Bench approval stuck the 
dagger into the heart of the British Empire as they embraced Wall Street and Washington dominance 
and the United Nations Plan —Resolution 181 (II) and turned their back on diplomatic common 
decency and the all but defenceless Palestine Arab people, who from that shameless moment onwards 
were sacrificed to an unimaginable existence of oppressed living hell at the hands of the U.N.R.A.A. 
(Read British Army General, Sir Frederick E Morgan, KCB account! ) let loose from the Pale of 
Settlement the most blood thirsty zealous gang of cut throats and thieves invaders in modern human 
history. 


we Husam Zomlot @ 

P @hzomiot 

This is historic. It is the first time a U.K. Foreign Secretary considers 
recognising the State of Palestine, bilaterally and in the UN, as a 
contribution to a peaceful solution rather than an outcome. A U.K. 
recognition is both a Palestinian right and a British moral, political, legal, 
and historical responsibility. If implemented, the Cameron Declaration 
would remove Israel’s veto power over Palestinian statehood, would 
boost efforts toward a two state outcome, and would begin correcting 
the historic injustice inflicted on the Palestinian people by colonial 
Britain’s Balfour declaration. 


Mind and watch your back there Dave. .. remember what they done to Lord Moyne! 
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S eeing a picture, that is, perceiving its meaning as an embodiment of an artist’s experience in his 
contact with the world, differs in no essentials from the perceiving of any other object in life, 
whether the object be a chair, a spark-plug, a map, or what not. 

In each case, perception, in the true sense of the word, must include two ever-present and determining 
factors : the qualities of the object itself as they appear to the senses, and the contribution of the 
individual’s mind and body to what the senses communicate. It is only when these two elements 
interact, mutually affect each other in a single, continuously unfolding, uninterrupted process, that 
perception furnishes the material of 
experience. 


The impact upon the senses of each 
of the qualities of the object is a 
stimulus to a set of reactions in the 
percipient, and each successive 
impact and reaction modifies the 
significance of those preceding, and 
establishes new sets of relationships. 
Unless this uninterrupted flow of 
new and mutually-affecting 
relationships takes place the object 
is not grasped as a composite entity, 
an individual thing with its own 
identity, a form conveying a 
particular meaning for us as an 
experienced object. Perception, in 
short, is an organic blending of data 
furnished by the alert senses of a 
live animal with the accumulated 
store of the meanings of past 
experience, through which the data 
are digested and assimilated as a 
new and integral part of the total 
fund of experience. The process 
entails a continuous reorganization 
of the motor-energies of the 
perceiver and an ever-changing 
ag fe series of readjustments between the 
new material and the background of accumulated meanings which constitute mind. 


t is obvious from the nature of the perceptive process that a defect in any of its aspects results in 

faulty perception, and, per- force, stunted experience : if the senses are not constantly alert, only 
isolated parts of the object are taken in; a break in the continuity of interaction between what the 
senses furnish as nutriment and the perceiver’s store of knowledge, prevents new accretions to that 
store ; a limited range of accumulated past experience means an inferior and impoverished store of 
fuel to be kindled by the sense stimuli into the warmth of new experience. 


THE ART OF RENOIR. 
LEARNING TO SEE: 


ALBERT C BARNES & VIOLETTE DE MAZIA. 1935. 
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THE BRIEF FOR THE PROSECUTION 
BY C. H. DOUGLAS 


The C.H. Douglas Crediter is privileged to present extensive extracts from this work, 


Chapter II. 


rancis Bacon, Earl of Verulam, may not 

have been the first man to apprehend our 
danger. But his emphasis upon the necessity of 
“restoring or cultivating a just and legitimate 
familiarity between the mind, and things” 
strikes a pure note of consciousness which 
establishes it as an authentic scripture. 
Confronted with some of the words around 
which so much of our modem politics revolve, 
such as “the State” or “the Nation” he would 
have instantly demanded to be led to him. A 
Queen he understood; but to be told that her 
condition (state, from L. status’) could be, and 
should be separated from the person in 
occupation of it, would have appeared to him 
to be a gross superstition into which the barons 
at Runnymede were careful not to fall. To him, 
and to most of his contemporaries, everyone 
had a “condition.” Their consequence was- 
precisely measured by what they did with it. 
He understood the Doctrine of the Incarnation. 


f Bacon had been told that the country’s 

minerals were “nationalised” and he could 
have grasped some idea of the strange new 
word, he would probably have asked what the 
Queen could do with them. The statement that 
they ought to be nationalised he might have 
ridiculed as “being vertiginous, or in the way 
of perpetual rotation.” But if told that the 
minerals were to be put at the disposal of a 
monopoly, he would have understood. 


o put into contemporary terms the way his 
mind would have worked, we might say 
he would have asked “Do I get cheaper coal? 


More coal? Better coal? If I don’t, is there 
some new, rapid, effective way by which I 
make my dissatisfaction felt upon those 
responsible? No? Then who is benefiting?” 


H: would have gone to the heart of the 
problem. He would have grasped at once 
that here was the Divine Right of Kings in 
operation, raising up this man, and putting 
down that. Two filings would have concerned 
him. Where is the King? Is he doing a good 
job? 


P leave the wise and witty Francis at this 
point to which he has led us, we can see 
that the transfer of powers and privileges from 
an individual to an organisation simply means 
the transfer of those powers and privileges to 
the persons controlling it. The organisation is 
an accommodation address. The police always 
suspect them. To call that organisation the 
State or the Nation, is quite legitimate if you 
are quite clear that you have put the Divine 
Right Of Kings into commission. If you 
imagine that there is any where in the world 
either a democracy or any other system, which 
confers on Mr. John Citizen an effective 
control or a beneficial share in those powers 
which he has been persuaded or jockeyed into 
transferring from a tangible to an intangible 
executive, then you are labouring under what 
may quite possibly prove to be a fatal 
delusion. 


A t the time of writing .these lines (January 
1944) it is already evident that “monetary 
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reform” is coming out of the wilderness into 
the most respectable circles. That is good. But 
the idea that John Citizen must automatically 
benefit thereby, is premature. Various well- 
meaning if some what naive organisations 
have stated, as though it were both axiomatic 
and desirable, that only “the State” has the 
“right” to issue purchasing power. That is the 
Divine Right of Kings complex once again. 
Mr. Montagu Norman, Governor of the Bank 
of “England” may be heard to murmur 
“Nationalisation? We welcome it.” A much 
abler, if less theatrical banker, Sir Edward 
Holden, ‘Chairman of the London, City & 
Midland Bank (Midland Bank) during the 
1914- 1918 war, when told that his policy was 
leading directly to nationalisation of banking, 
replied. “Well, I don’t care. I should still 
manage it.” To put the matter quite shortly, 
transfer of power almost certainly means 
transfer of policy. We have seen the transfer of 
power. What is the policy? Whose is the 
policy? 


The policy is MONOPOLY. 


e shall see in the course of the 

following pages that its source can be 
identified within fairly narrow limits. It is 
preferable to establish its realistic implications, 
as well as the devices employed to bring it into 
actuality before 
overmuch with personalities. They can wait. 


concerning ourselves 


erhaps the most useful phrase in the 

lexicon of the world plotter or planner, is 
“common ownership.” To the’ simple man 
“common ownership” means ownership 
divided amongst common men, of whom he 
counts himself. But any lawyer would tell him 
that common ownership means transfer of 
control to an administrator, who in theory, 
distributes the usufruct (not the thing 
“commonly owned,” which must on no 
account be touched by any one of the common 
owners). 


\ i ou, reader, are a common owner of the 
Post Office, which is nationalised. Go 
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into the nearest branch, and remark that you 
will take your share in office pens, collect all 
the pens in sight, and move for the door. You 
will receive a lesson in common ownership. 


yo may now observe that as you are a 
common owner, either you ought to be 
served by the Post Office free of charge, or, 
alternatively, obtain your share of the usufruct 
in the form of a handsome dividend. The 
shareholders of the Bell Telephone Companies 
of America, which are not nationalised, do 
obtain such a dividend. The service is better, 
cheaper, and more flexible. There is an 
underground attack on the Bell Telephone 
system exactly similar to the attack on 
dividends in this country. If successful, which 
is unlikely, the American public will pay more 
for its telephones, receive no dividends, and 
get a worse service. But they will be “common 
owners.” The distinction between joint share 
holders and “common owners” should be 
noted. 


ne will be told, not merely by large 
“capitalists,” but by their ostensible 


antagonists, the Labour-Socialists, that 
monopolies are inevitable, competition is 
wasteful, and “industry demands large units on 
the score of efficiency.” You will be perhaps 
puzzled to find that the conflict in the 
economic world is not so much between 
cartels, monopolies and nationalised industry 
and property, as between all three and small 
businesses and privately owned property. 


et us not jump to conclusions. It is not 

difficult, as we shall see, to identify 
monopolisation, in its varying forms of cartel, 
“public corporation” on the model of the 
“B.”B.C., the London Transport Board, or the 
Tennessee Valley Authority, or outright State 
ownership of the Russian type, as being a 
policy, not an automatic and inevitable 
process, as we are asked to believe. That by 
itself does not condemn it, although it does put 
it on the defensive. We are concerned to know 
whether the New Order is better, for the 
majority, than the Old. Let us begin by 
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examining its claim to “efficiency.” In the 
days when London Clubs enjoyed a certain 
prestige, it used to be said of one of them that 
it was highly thought of by those who didn’t 
belong to it. The word “efficiency” appears to 
have the same fascination to those numerous 
people who don’t know its meaning, and 
believe it to be an adjective, rather than an 
abstract noun. 


fficiency, contrary to this widespread 

idea, is something capable of exact 
definition under certain circumstances, and 
completely meaningless in the absence of 
them. Generalised in a form suitable for 
application to political economy, it means the 
measure of success in exchanging something 
which you are prepared-to sacrifice, for 
something which you prefer. It is clear that to 
have a meaning in political economy, you 
must have a unit common to “sacrifice” and 
“preference.” For example, fifty years ago, the 
British Railways were the finest in the world. 
It would be almost impossible to decide how 
efficient they were but if your ‘preference” 
was rapid, frequent and comfortable travel, 
and your “sacrifice” was monetary, you 
obtained a high degree of “preference” for a 
small amount of “sacrifice.” To say that all 
their conditions of employment were ideal 
would be absurd. Yet employment by them 
was highly coveted. 


New the 
“rationalised,” approaching an 


absolute monopoly, and there is scarcely a 


British Railways are 


1.é., 


graduate or professor of the London School of 
Economics who would not explain to you how 
much more efficient they are (we are 
considering, for the 


moment, pre-war 


conditions). 


he fares and rates were nearly double and 

the railways were agitating for more, the 
speeds were in the main lower than at the 
beginning of the century, and the service was 
less frequent, more congested, and was 
definitely deteriorating. 
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The restaurant services were expensive and 
inferior, in contrast to the high standard and 
low charges of the old companies. 


[ is not difficult to see that the flat 
contradiction between the opinion of the 
man in the street, or the morning train, and that 
of the London School of Economics is due to a 
failure to agree on the object for which 
railways exist, and, more subtly, whether that 
object can be incom 
mensurate loss. From the point of view of the 
traveller, the consumer, policy has been 


pursued without 


consciously and continuously directed to lower 
efficiency. From the point of view of the 
London School of Economics since monopoly 
is the objective, the efficiency has gone up in 
proportion to the centralisation of control and 
the expropriation of the shareholders. The 
average railway employee is now more 
concerned with politics than with railways. 


NS that this call for “efficiency” is 
pursued in the face of many 
contradictions and without definition of 
objectives. 


S uperficially, 
almost naive. 

t is not twelve years ago since the whole 

world was ringing with the cry of “over- 
production,” and sabotage and destruction of 
almost every description was in progress. But 
it should be that all the 


efficiencies sponsored by the London School of 
Economics and its Fabian-Planning associates 


the contradictions appear 


remembered 


aim at restriction of production from the point 
of view of the consumer, in precisely the same 
manner that the grouped railways have 
restricted production (services) under the 


stress of propaganda for efficiency. 


[ may be convenient at this point to clarify 
an important factor which is often 
overlooked. The modem world in which we 
live derives its material character from 
technological advance in the industrial arts. It 
derives its social and political character, to an 
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increasing extent from Socialist- Communist 
propaganda in the State schools and the 
Universities deriving their funds through 
“benefactors” 


> 


endowments from shadowy 
whose policy is the complement of the 
Marxian Socialist. Nothing could be further 
from the truth than to imagine that such 
advance as has been made in civilised life has 
any connection with social and political 
progress. On the contrary the prime objective 
of Socialism and Cartelism is to batten on the 
technological advance to which it has 
contributed nothing, and to prevent this 
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advance from achieving, as unrestricted it 
would have achieved, the emancipation of the 
human race from bondage. The more 
completely centralised in political organisation 
such countries as Germany and Russia have 
become, the more obviously technological 
advance has, firstly failed to benefit the 
general public, next, shown clear signs of itself 
coming under the law of diminishing returns, 
and finally, like a powerful drug misused, has 
plunged the world into convulsions of war and 
revolution. 
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THE TORY FOUNDATION OF CONSERVATISM 
By L. D. Byrne. 


must make it plain at the outset that, in what I have to say, I am merely expressing my own views 

and that these are not coloured by any partisan considerations but are inspired by the single purpose 
of furthering effective action to counter the overwhelming, disaster towards which we are drifting 
rapidly. 


he affinity between traditional Conservatism—as distinct from the guise in which it is presented 

in the field of party politics at the present time—and a correct concept of Douglas Social Credit 
is more fundamental than ever. In order to appreciate this it is necessary to go back to the so-called 
Tory foundation of Conservatism, its stand for responsible democracy under a monarchy being 
progressively evolved on the basis of the preservation of those features in the social system which 
experience had demonstrated were sound, and its opposition to the rising tide of mercantilism, and 
later industrialism, as the controlling forces in social progress—with the accompanying materialistic 
philosophy and hypocritical puritanism—involved certain basic principles inseparable from the issues 
we face to-day. 


hile considerations of political expediency have, over a period of years, resulted in the 

Conservative parties of both this country ( Canada ) and Great Britain gradually drifting away 
from those principles and embracing policies which were indistinguishable from Whiggism, 
nevertheless throughout the years the general body of Conservatives have retained much of the 
philosophy out of which their movement was born. To the extent they have done so, they are 
representative of the philosophy traditional to the British people, and inherent in the British concept in 
all spheres of social life. 


Li the terms in their correct sense, the clash between the Cavaliers and Roundheads, Toryism 
.and Whiggism, Conservatism and Marxian Socialism is fundamentally the same as the clash 
between democracy and totalitarianism, or Christianity and Paganism — again using those terms 
accurately. 


L every instance mentioned the clash arises from the opposing concepts of the relationship of the 
individual to the group and the relationship of the individual to the institution. This is absolutely 
fundamental. It is the focus of the universal conflict and confusion in the world at the present time, 
and it is an issue upon which there can be no compromise. 


O: the one hand we have a social and spiritual philosophy which conceives the individual (man) 
as having an “inalienable right to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness,” to borrow the words 
of the American Declaration of Independence. The emphasis of this philosophy is on the freedom of 
the individual and the means by which this can be achieved under organised social life. It conceives 
that society exists - for the benefit of its individual members, that the State and its institutions exist to 
serve its individual citizens. Its basis is the sovereignty of the people—-all the people—and the sub 
ordination of all its institutions to the will of the people. (“ The Sabbath was made for man, and not 
man for the Sabbath.” “He that is greatest among you shall be your servant,” etc., etc. The Gospels are 
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rich in the enunciation of the principles involved.) The form of social organisation which conforms to 
this philosophy is democracy in its true meaning—not the vague abstraction so dear to the modem 
academic intellectual. For it must be borne in mind that social organisation—like all organisation—is 
a science involving certain basic principles. 


his social philosophy centred in the freedom of the individual, has been challenged throughout 

the ages by a diametrically opposite and conflicting philosophy. It conceives that the purpose of 
life is solely materialistic and attainable only by the subjugation of the many to the direction and 
domination of “superior beings’—those more clever and cunning than their fellows. This concept 
found expression in ancient times in priestcraft and tyrannical kingship, until by a natural process it 
became established as the doctrine of the Supreme State or, in modem terminology, totalitarianism. 


here is no place for human freedom in this philosophy. The goal of individual endeavour is 

power. Society exists for the benefit of those who control it. Its basis is the concentration of 
power in the hands of the ruling group, and the sub ordination of the individual to his rulers and the 
institutions they control—be it the State or anything else. 


he form of social organisation which will serve this philosophy is dictatorship—the centralisation 
of power in the hands of the ruling group—resulting in the organisation of society on the 
principles of the wolf-pack. 


he focus of the clash between these two opposing philosophies is Christianity, and it is not 
without significance that the initial impact of the Christian message should have been directed 
against Judaism. 


he rise of Whiggism and its progress towards the totalitarian concept of society would not have 

been possible if its supporting philosophy had not been inculcated into the life of the British 
people. The part played by Jews and Judaism in this process constitutes a factor in history which 
cannot be ignored. The Judaising of Christianity, the financing of Cromwell, the introduction of 
Jewish trading customs, the growth of the Judaic money system of the Rothschilds, the introduction of 
Ricardian economics, and later the infiltration of the doctrines of Marx and Engels—to mention but a 
few of the better-known facts—is evidence of the influence of Judaism in the development away from 
the democratic and Christian philosophy inherent in the British concept of social life, and which was 
the basis of the Cavalier-Tory Conservative ideal in their inception. 


his brings us to a consideration of certain fundamentals of social organisation. Under democracy, 

in order that the people shall be sovereign, they must have effective control of policy in both the 
political and economic spheres. A democracy must be organised to that end. The means by which this 
is accomplished must enable the people (a) to state the results wanted and (b) to enforce obedience to 
their will. The mechanism which has been .evolved to achieve this is the voting system—in both the 
political and economic spheres. 


In the latter the voting mechanism is the monetary system. 


To to the situation confronting the people of this and every other democratic country, we find 
a strange state of affairs. Though people have been living under democratic constitutions, in no 
such country have they enjoyed democracy —“ government in accordance with the will of the 
people,” — i.e.., the management of the people’s affairs to give them the results they want. 
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\ ji Jith almost limitless productive resources at their disposal, sufficient to ensure for all the 
economic security and freedom they wanted, the results obtained have been poverty, general 
insecurity and a progressive loss of freedom. 


ithout going into the matter more fully, it must be obvious that the people have not enjoyed 
democratic sovereignty because their mechanisms of control—their political and economic 
voting mechanisms—have been ineffective. 


herefore the focus of attention must be directed to those mechanisms—i.e., the political system 

and the monetary system. Particularly when a cursory examination will reveal that the latter is 
controlled by a private monopoly with the final power of control concentrated in the hands of a small 
group of German Jews. Thus under democratic constitutions has arisen an international totalitarian 
social structure controlled by an ingenious system of finance, with the acquisition of money (the 
supply of which is artificially restricted by the controllers) as the object of human endeavour, and the 
principles of the wolf-pack as the motivating force in society. 


Is it any wonder the world is in a turmoil? 


| B we through the years Conservatism has endeavoured to stem the onslaught of the forces 
confronting it by defensive tactics and compromise. On the one hand it has endeavoured to 
maintain the status quo and on the other it sought the help of, and, in return protected, the very forces 
which were destroying everything it stood for. Step: by step it departed from its principles and became 
the political party identified with reaction, big business and monopoly. 


he emergence of Douglas Social Credit came at a time when the clash between the two 

philosophies of democracy and the totalitarian concept was beginning to assume cataclysmic 
proportions. Fundamentally the emergence of Douglas Social Credit was the re-birth of the 
traditionally British ideals of social life (the principles of which were originally inherent in the 
Cavalier-Tory-Conservative concepts) suitably adapted to modem conditions and in a scientifically 
precise form. It not only presented the philosophy in all its purity, but it provided the means for giving 
effect to that philosophy in both the political and economic spheres. 


he situation which now confronts the British people everywhere is centred in a choice between 
the two philosophies of life as reflected by democracy in its purity, on the one hand, and the 
doctrine of the Supreme State, on the other. 


he principles involved are analysed in the enclosed memorandum which I prepared prior to the 

Winnipeg National Convention of the Conservative Party. That the Convention subsequently 
endorsed policies which violated every Conservative principle and embraced the more vicious of the 
tenets of State Socialism might seem incredible on the surface, but when we bear in mind that 
departures from basic principles are always cumulative in their effect on subsequent actions, it was 
not surprising that this should have occurred. 


rom the. foregoing it should be plain that no realistic approach to the situation which is 
developing can ignore: 


1. A reform of our political machinery to render the people’s sovereignty effective. 


2. Financial reform, to provide an effective system of economic democracy. 
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3. The Jewish question—not in the spirit of anti- Semitism, but as a problem to which a solution must 
be found in conformity with Christian principles. 


he principles inherent in this whole question are absolutely fundamental. There is no possibility 

of compromise in regard to them. The recognition of this by a sufficiently large organised body 
would automatically mobilise the support of the overwhelming majority of people behind them. 
Political labels have become meaningless. Party loyalties are being abandoned under the sheer stress 
of disillusionment. In fact the “party system” is in disrepute and is rapidly breaking up. Recent 
elections clearly indicate the trend. 


KKK 


The esteemed L. D. Byrne as well as being a close confidant and personal nominee of Major C. 
H. Douglas in Canada, was an original member of the 1938 Douglas Social Credit Secretariat. 


First Published in the Montreal Financial Times of September 24, 1943 below this summary 


(Some time ago, Tempus, in his weekly column, drew attention to the fact that there was a move on 
foot for the Social Crediters and the Progressive Conservatives to get together. It was indicated that 
these two were not as far apart as people think. This prompted L. D. Byrne, an Alberta Social 
Crediter, to write the Financial Times. 


.With much of Mr. Byrne’s thesis we cannot agree; with the whole principle of Social Credit we 
violently disagree. Nevertheless, Mr. Byrne’s processes of ratiocination are curious, stimulating, and 
to a degree, original. We give it to you here for what it is worth, still protesting that Mr. Byrne and 
ourselves are worlds apart:) 
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